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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -33, 1 09-1 41 , 21 7-249 and 325- 
357 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-3, 6-21,23-25, 109-111, 114-129, 131-133,217-219,222-237, 239- 
241, 325-327, 330-345 and 347-349 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lawler et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,907,323) in view of Roop et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,619,274). 

Referring to claim 1 , Lawler discloses a method for supporting programming in 
an interactive television program guide (see Figure 3B). 

Lawler also discloses receiving blackout information regarding at least one 
program with the interactive television program guide (see Figure 3B for the EPG 
containing the program's unique ID (title of the program), time and channel information 
(see Applicant's specification in Paragraph 001 1, Lines 5-8 for the blackout information 
being a program's unique ID, time and channel information)). Therefore, Applicant's 
specification teaches that the EPG data of Lawler is blackout information. 
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Lawler also discloses receiving a user indication of a program with the interactive 
television program guide (see Column 5, Lines 38-40). 

Lawler also discloses displaying the blackout information regarding the at least 
one program with the interactive television program guide in response to receiving the 
user indication (see Column 5, Lines 31-55 and Figure 3B for various types of blackout 
information being displayed upon user selection of a program cell). 

Although Lawler discloses transmitting and receiving various types of blackout 
information, Lawler fails to disclose blacking out a program, therefore failing to teach 
receiving blackout information regarding at least one blacked-out program. 

Roop discloses a system for distributing program guide information over a 
television network to a plurality of client using the Starsight system (see Column 9, 
Lines 21-31 of Roop). Roop further teaches that in additional to the standard program 
guide information being transmitted (see Column 91, Lines 46-62), blackout information 
regarding a blacked-out program is also transmitted and used to display the blackout 
information (see Column 93, Lines 5-18 and Lines 45-48). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the transmitted EPG data and television program data, 
as taught by Lawler, to include the program guide information regarding at least one 
blacked-out program, as taught by Roop, in order to display the correct schedule for 
the blocked-out time slot and providing network exclusivity (see Column 93, Lines 5-14 
of Roop). 
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Claim 2 corresponds to claim 1, where Lawler further discloses that a user 
indication of a program includes a program listings display with the interactive television 
program guide (see again Figure 3B). 

Claim 3 corresponds to claim 1, where Lawler further discloses receiving a user 
indication of a program from a FLIP display with the interactive television program guide 
(see again Figure 3B). 

Claim 6 corresponds to claim 1 , where Lawler further discloses that the user 
indication includes replacement media with the interactive television program guide (see 
Figure 3B for displaying multiple programs, which can be selected if the user selects a 
program that shown to be blacked out in the summary panel, therefore providing 
multiple options for replacement media). 

Claim 7 corresponds to claim 1, where Lawler further teaches that if a program 
cell is selected that the currently tuned program is displayed in the summary panel (see 
Column 6, Lines 48-53), therefore if a selected program is determined to be blacked out 
(as taught by Roop), then the summary panel would not display the currently tuned 
channel and clearly this teaches an indication of a blacked out program being provided 
in the EPG of Figure 3B of Lawler. Further note Column 93, Lines 13-14 of Roop. 

Claim 8 corresponds to claim 1, where Lawler further discloses that displaying 
blackout information comprises displaying the blackout information regarding the at 
least one blacked-out program in an information display with the interactive television 
program guide in response to receiving the user indication (see Figure 3B for displaying 
the unique program identification in the form of program titles, which are displayed when 
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a program is selected, therefore, if the user selects a blacked out program, the title of 
the program will appear in the program grid (or the description in the summary panel)). 
Referring to claim 9, see the rejection of claim 8. 

Referring to claim 10, see the rejection of claim 8 and further note that the 
network name and channel are displayed for the selected program, therefore the type of 
blacked out program is interpreted as the network or channel type of the selected 
blacked out program. 

Referring to claim 1 1 , see the rejection of claim 8. 

Referring to claim 12, see the rejection of claim 6. 

Claims 13-14 correspond to claim 12, where Lawler discloses that different types 
of media can be selected from the EPG, such as pay-per-view and video-on-demand 
programs, thereby teaching that the replacement media (displayed in the EPG program 
grid while a blacked out program is selected) can be pay-per-view and video-on- 
demand programs. Therefore, Lawler clearly teaches displaying information regarding 
replacement media comprises displaying information regarding the at least one pay-per- 
view (or video-on-demand) program with the interactive television program guide in 
response to receiving the user indication. 

Claim 15 corresponds to claim 12, where Lawler teaches that the replacement 
media can be a television program and displaying information regarding replacement 
media comprising displaying information regarding the television program with the 
interactive television program guide in response to receiving the user indication (see 
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again Figure 3B for displaying multiple television programs along with a selected 
program). 

Referring to claim 16, see the rejection of claim 15 and further note that 
promotional video can also be presented (see Column 9, Lines 46-48). 

Referring to claims 17-18, see the rejection of claims 13-14, respectively. 

Referring to claim 19, see the rejection of claim 12. 

Referring to claim 20, see the rejection of claim 12 and further note that the 
replacement media (other program listings in the program grid) represent programs that 
the user is able to select and are therefore, user-targeted. 

Referring to claim 21 , see the rejection of claim 12 and further note that other 
programs are related to a selected program by being broadcast on the same 
network/channel and therefore share characteristics. 

Claim 23 corresponds to claim 12, where Lawler discloses displaying at least one 
description of replacement media for the at least one blacked-out program with the 
interactive television program guide in response to receiving the user indication (see 
Column 5, Lines 50-55). 

Referring to claims 24-25, Lawler discloses providing a user-selectable option to 
directly tune to replacement media by providing in the EPG additional program listings 
that can be accessed (directly tuned to) by the user (see Figure 3B and Column 6, Lines 
48-50). 

Referring to claims 109-111, 114-129 and 131-133, see the rejection of claims 1- 
3, 6-21 and 23-25, respectively. 
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Referring to claims 217-219, 222-237 and 239-241, see the rejection of claims 1- 
3, 6-21 and 23-25, respectively. 

Referring to claims 325-327, 330-345 and 347-349, see the rejection of claims 1- 
3, 6-21 and 23-25, respectively. 

3. Claims 4, 112, 220 and 328 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lawler et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,907,323) in view of Roop et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,61 9,274) in further view of Look et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,757,906). 

Referring to claim 4, Lawler and Roop disclose all of the limitations of claim 1 , but 
fail to teach that the user indication of a program is from a record list display with the 
interactive program guide. 

Look discloses a program list display that displays the list of programs that have 
been recorded (see Figure 17 and Column 15, Lines 28-48). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the program guide, as taught by the combination of 
Lawler and Roop, using the recorded program guide list, as taught by Look, for the 
purpose of providing an intuitive, visually communicative user interface (see Column 1, 
Lines 59-60 of Look). 

Referring to claims 112, 220 and 328, see the rejection of claim 4. 

4. Claims 5, 22, 26-33, 113, 130, 134-141, 221, 238, 242-249, 329, 346 and 350- 
357 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lawler et al. (U.S. 
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Patent No. 5,907,323) in view of Roop et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,619,274) in further view 
of Lawler et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,699,107). 

Referring to claim 5, Lawler ('323 patent) and Roop disclose all of the limitations 
of claim 1 , but fail to teach a reminder list display with the interactive television program 
guide. 

Lawler ('107 patent) discloses a reminder list display in an EPG (see Column 13, 
Lines 13-15). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the EPG, as taught by the combination of Lawler ('323 
patent) and Roop, using the reminder list display, as taught by Lawler ('107 patent), for 
the purpose of allowing a user to readily determine which programs have reminders set 
and which do not (see Column 13, Lines 15-16 of Lawler ('107 patent)). 

Referring to claim 22, Lawler ('323 patent) and Roop disclose all of the limitations 
in claim 19, as well as a replacement media list (see Figure 3B of the Lawler '323 
patent), but fails to teach that the list can indicate at least one different showing of the at 
least one blacked-out program. 

Lawler ('107 patent) discloses in Figure 10 that an Every Week option can be 
selected, which allows the user to have the option to record the selected program every 
week it is shown, therefore providing at least one different showing of the at least one 
blacked-out program. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, to modify the EPG, as taught by the combination of Lawler ('323 



Application/Control Number: 09/996,346 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2623 

patent) and Roop, using the record option display, as taught by Lawler ('107 patent), for 
the purpose of allowing a user to quickly and easily find and select desired further 
programs (see Column 2, Lines 5-10 of Lawler ('107 patent)). 

Referring to claims 26-27, see the rejection of claim 22 for Lawler ('107 patent) 
disclosing the recording functionality. 

Referring to claims 28-29, see the rejection of claims 26-27, respectively and 
further note that the user can also provide a reminder in the same manner a record 
option is provided (see Figure 8). 

Referring to claims 30-31 , see Figure 1 1 of Lawler ('107) patent for additional 
providing an option to order a pay-per-view program (also note Figure 6). 

Referring to claims 32-33, see the rejection of claims 30-31 and further note 
Column 4, Lines 50-52 for additionally providing video on-demand content. 

Referring to claims 113, 130 and 134-141 , see the rejection of claim 6, 22 and 
26-33, respectively. 

Referring to claims 221 , 238 and 242-249, see the rejection of claim 6, 22 and 
26-33, respectively. 

Referring to claims 329, 346 and 350-357, see the rejection of claim 6, 22 and 
26-33, respectively. 



Conclusion 
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5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason P. Salce whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7301 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571 ) 272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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